AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MAY 7, 2003

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE—2003-04 REGULAR SESSION

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 129

Introduced by Assembly Member Cohn

January 15, 2003

An-act-to-add-Hile-1-81-2{commeneing-with-Seetion-1798-90.1) to
tion.
An act relating to the juvenile court.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSELS DIGEST

AB 129, as amended, Cohn—-Persenal—infermation—driver's
leensesJuvenile court: dual status children

Existinglaw provides that whenever a minor appears to come within
the descriptions of both a dependent child and a ward of the juvenile
court, thecounty pobation departmerdnd the child prtective services
department shall, pursuant to a jointly developed written protocol,
initially determine which status will serve the best intereit@minor
and the protection of society.

Thebill would express the intent of the Legislature to enamtiprons
that would authorize any county to create a protocol which would
permit a minor who meets specified criteria to be designated as both a
dependent child and a ward of the juvenile court. A minor who is
designated as both a dependent child and a ward of the juvenile court
would be known as a dual status child. These provisions would also
require the Judicial Council to evaluate the results of implementing the
protocol, and to report its findings to the Legislature, as specified.
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Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee:—ye®.
State-mandated local program—yes
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The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SE%GN—l—'FM%S&—z—(eemmeﬂemg—m%h—Seetlon

SECTION 1. (a) It is the intent of the Legislature to enact
provisions that would authorize any county to create a protocol
which would permit a minor who meets specified criteria to be
designated as both a dependent child and a ward of the juvenile
court. A minor who is designated as both a dependent child and a
ward of the juvenile court would be known as a dual status child.
These provision&ould require that a county file with the juvenile
court a Protocol and Agreement signed by the chief probation
officer, the director of the State Department of Social Services, and
the presiding supervising judge of the juvenile court prior to
designating any minor as a dual status child. The protocol would
be required to include the following:

(1) A description of the criteria that a minor must satisfy in
order to be eligible for designation as a dual status child.
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—3— AB 129

(2) A description of the procedure whereby the probation
department and the State Department of Social Services will
manage the cases of dual status children.

(3) In those circumstances in which one judge does not hear
both matters, a description of the manner in which the judges
hearing each case will communicate with each other.

(b) The provisions described in subdivision (a) would also
require the Judicial Council to evaluate the results of
implementing the protocol described in subdivision (a) and to
reportits findings to the Legislature within two years after a county
has begun utilizing the protocol.

179890 isaddedto-Part-4-of Bivision-3-ef-the CivitCede, to
read:
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AB 129 — 4 —

1 the—meaning—oef-Seetion6—-ofArticle XHH-Befthe Califernia
e e E e anr
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